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REMARKS 

Claims 1-16 were pending in this application. Claims 1-16 have been cancelled, without 
prejudice, and new claims 17-29 have been added. Accordingly, after the amendments presented 
herein have been entered, claims 17-29 will remain pending. 

Support for new claims 17-29 may be found throughout the specification and claims as 
originally filed. Specifically, support for new claims 17-29 may be found at, for example, page 
4, lines 2-3; page 13, lines 18-32; page 15, line 37 through page 16, line 3; page 16, lines 10-16; 
page 32, lines 10-16; and page 35, lines 16-20 of the specification. No new matter has been 
added. 

Amendment and/or cancellation of the claims should in no way be construed as an 
acquiescence to any of the Examiner's rejections and was done solely to expedite prosecution 
and allowance of the pending claims. Applicants reserve the right to pursue the claims as 
originally filed in this or a separate application(s). 

Formalities 

The Examiner has indicated that the specification fails to comply with the requirements 
of 37 C.F.R. §1 .821-1 .825. In particular, the Examiner has indicated that the paper copy of the 
Sequence Listing filed on September 30, 2003, lists 33 sequences, whereas the computer 
readable form of the Sequence Listing transferred from the parent case contains 34 sequences. 

Applicants submit herewith a paper copy and a computer readable copy of a substitute 
Sequence Listing, both of which contain 34 sequences. Applicants also submit a statement that 
the content of the paper copy and the computer readable copy of the substitute Sequence Listing 
are identical. No new matter has been added. Applicants request entry of the substitute 
Sequence Listing into the specification. 

Rejection of Claims 3, 12, 13 Under 35 U.S.C. § 112, Second Paragraph 

The Examiner has rejected claims 3, 12 and 13 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, 
as allegedly being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which the applicant regards as the invention. 

Without acquiescing to this rejection and solely in an effort to further prosecution and 
allowance of the pending claims, claims 3,12 and 13 have been canceled, thereby obviating this 
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rejection. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of this 
rejection. 

Objection to Claims 1-5 and 8-16 

The Examiner has objected to claims 1-5 and 8-16 because of certain informalities. 
Claims 1-5 and 8-16 have been canceled, thereby obviating this objection. Accordingly, 
Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of this objection. 

Objection to Claim 9 

The Examiner has objected to claim 9 as allegedly being in an improper form. Claim 9 
has been cancelled, thereby obviating this objection. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully 
request reconsideration and withdrawal of this objection. 

Rejection of Claims 1-16 Under 35 U.S.C. § 101 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1-16 under 35 U.S.C. § 101, as claiming the same 
invention as that of claims 1-16 of prior U.S. Patent No. 5,985,242. 

Claims 1-16 have been cancelled, thereby rendering this rejection moot. Accordingly, 
Applicants respectfully request that this rejection be reconsidered and withdrawn. 

Rejection of Claims 8-16 Under the Doctrine of Obviousness-Type Double Patenting 

The Examiner has rejected claim 8 under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness- 
type double patenting as allegedly being unpatentable over claims 17-19 of U.S. Patent No. 
5,985,242. The Examiner has also rejected claims 8-16 as allegedly being unpatentable over 
claims 3-1 1 of U.S. Patent No. 6,277,826. Finally, the Examiner has rejected claims 8 and 9 as 
allegedly being unpatentable over claims 42 and 135 of U.S. Patent No. 6,303,567. 

As discussed above, claims 1-16 have been canceled, thereby rendering this rejection as 
it pertains to these claims moot. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request that this rejection 
be reconsidered and withdrawn. 
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CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing remarks, Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of the 
rejections and timely allowance of the pending claims. If a telephone conversation with 
Applicants* Attorney would expedite prosecution of the above-identified application, the 
Examiner is urged to call the undersigned at (617) 227-7400. 

Please grant any extensions of time required to enter this response and charge any 
additional required fees to our deposit account 12-0080, under Order No. PPI-016CP4CN3. 



Dated: February 6, 2006 




Respectfully 



By_ 



Maria Laccotripe Zacharakis, Ph.D., J. 
Reg. No. 56,266 
LAHIVE & COCKFIELD, LLP 
28 State Street 

Boston, Massachusetts 02109 
(617) 227-7400 
(617) 742-4214 (Fax) 
Attorney/ Agent For Applicants 
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